
United States Bstent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

United States Potent and Trademark Office* 

Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

Washington. D.C. 20231 

www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


09/998,281 




11/30/2001 


Rudolf Ritter 


34183 


6725 


116 7590 


04/21/2003 









PEARNE & GORDON LLP 
526 SUPERIOR AVENUE EAST 
SUITE 1200 

CLEVELAND, OH 44114-1484 



EXAMINER 



ZIMMERMAN, BRIAN A 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2635 

DATE MAILED: 04/21/2003 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 07-01) 



Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

09/998,281 



Examiner 

Brian A Zimmerman 



Applicants) 
RITTER, RUDOLF 



Art Unit 

2635 



- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -- 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 



1)D 

2a)D 
3)D 



Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 



Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-29 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 7-29 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or(f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 



1) I2SI Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) L~D Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) S Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) J . 



4) d Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

5) CI Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) D Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326(Rev. 04-01) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No. 2 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-15,17,18,20,23-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Croy (6040829) and Wakai (5973722). 

Wakai shows an audio/video distribution system for an airplane where the user 
must send authentication data to the central processing unit 101 and the central 
processing unit sends entertainment data to the individual seat units 
152, 154,156. ..Wakai does not expressly show a wireless terminal and transceiver pair 
for each seat unit. Wakai's central processing unit is wirelessly connected to the 
standard telephone system thereby allowing users to make telephone calls (inherently 
these would be bi-directional). 

In an analogous art, Croy shows a wireless unit 200, which communicates with a 
matched transceiver unit 100. The user logs in to identify himself to the system, so the 
user can have access to different pay for services, see col. 6 lines 28+ and col. 4 lines 
38+. The wireless nature of Cray's audio/video distribution system provides increased 
capabilities without requiring the personal unit to be tethered to the distribution system. 
The distribution unit of Croy can distribute Internet, telephone data in addition to 
television and interactive information it receives from a cable provider. Therefore, it 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
have used a wireless personal navigator to control and view information sent in the 
Wakai audio/video distribution system since such would provide wireless access to the 
audio/video system. 

Regarding the specific protocols claimed, it has been shown that the data 
generally transmitted using these protocols (telephone, video... etc) would have been 
obvious in view of the references cited above. It is also noted that these protocols are 
standard protocols used in the art. It is the position of the examiner that the use of 
these standard protocols to distribute the data set forth in the above references would 
have been a matter of choice by the applicant to choose which protocol standard to use. 

2. Claims 1 6 and 1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Croy and Wakai as applied to claim 1 above and further in view of the French 
Publication (0465456 A1 ) hereafter referred to as Lauryssen. 

In an analogous art, Lauryssen shows a transportation system where entry and exit of the 
passengers is checked at the doors to the vehicle. This prevents unauthorized use of the vehicle 
and can provide information of when and how many passengers were present in the vehicle. 
This information is also used to determine billing statements to bill the passengers. See 
applicant's discussion of this reference in the background section of their application. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
used the user monitoring features of Lauryssen in the vehicle network discussed above in order 
to provide consolidated billing for travel and pay per view features. 
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3. Claims 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Croy and Wakai as applied to claiml above, and further in view of Orlen 
(5579535). 

In an analogous art Orlen shows personal communication device which transmits 
ads to the receiver (user) based on the geographical location of the receiver. This 
improves the usefulness of the receiver since location specific ads are of greater use 
than generic ads. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to have used the geographically based ad delivery 
concept of Orlen to improve the usefulness of the above modified system. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian A Zimmerman whose telephone number is 703- 
305-4796. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 6:30 to 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mike Horabik can be reached on 703-305-4704. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9314 
for regular communications and 703-872-9314 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4700. 
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April 17, 2003 




